


'mmmm 


' ^ r ~ m '‘ " ** 'jf ■ i ■ i" ”'-c; *i ->4 ■ 1 r ', j 1 ■ , ^ . 


■J.S. Court of Appeal! for the afte? i hr0W a ^ ay su ^ h no( « < 

>isfrict of Columbia that ,>! hi e e hlf eport faased 015 ^em - 

*«*» here ** *** prepared > However Writrht^ - ■ 

s£& •••' «Wi2a;5SH* 

rime* 


* * 

■ ' , * * * 

Ordered To Keep Note 

wxsssb™ _ T k. Sw&Sffisjs slated 


_ _ _ _ _ „ ^ f t Off Find Gets in Wc 

i£Br¥™“*^” " 0u ' r S'“™'wSv2r r g""«^lni.rpe.chlii 4 ^^•'™SIO,T e J 

a-giSK *^««B,** 

' SSs Ssfef&i 


**»feto£tMi stir ' since an notes bee^m^ ^ ~ 

a aBjii’c »!taa®igsij 

■kstsM is sa&Ms^m 


caj j „7 r, ' T " ** in * opinion 

T — 

rut^ffis VarioUS - , earIief «urt modified ... 5 Pra ? 1Ces art 32 lc,heror ™l the prose- 


Outlining the impact of the 
saf“ nt practice ' tJ)e court 


rnifflif*! * nat keeping the ‘'»t.™ L ai[ roods 01 

? te \! vou “ impose. f'^ m g theVblaclJgold 
en intolerable adminisira * moreVhan/an 

^®me; surt 'ui L‘*« burden o^ the V V 

.3 iTee n T° P c?'» n Writlen by rut^M va *"ious earlier court modified™ 5 practices are "Wicther or not the prose- /?“. In fact. theWew hU 

- 1 ?ree i*y Wright, a 2S'5fi , .^*f i*enca’*ta * Si 1 , 0 '?. uses lhe witness at W*®** found that a .it>eit a pooA/a'd*^ 

•’• :V lurt'iulfl £r an J of the ^ n0t ba< * faith?* , “The reports contain the enh t h f. notes could contain a f e report was °«Jy ,,rn es beicr/ 

t rt „^r Dda y ^at • sgents’ ,1^'®"'^ information or the notes fo ^ te xZeXl j 

r| sssss sSs^easPS ass? ~ sssss 

; ■•mizmdiWk® Emm 


.... j 3 tJ s beginniXg 
wonde/if we d ever fin| 


ssaaasrf 

s£«tes aapfflR* 

Jfr awn water well an< 
^oks like we may even' H 

30 -year supply / 1 " 


